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secularism than it had been in 1215, while during the
reigns of the Edwards, the Church was to become yet more
secular, more hampered by the Crown, more resentful of
the effects of the connexion with Rome.
For this failure the episcopate must share the responsi-
bility. This does not imply that the bishops were guilty
of extraordinary negligence, stupidity, or ineffectiveness.
On the contrary, during this period the conduct of elections
brought into the episcopate persons of real integrity and
wide experience. It is true that secular abuse was omni-
present and that canonical elections sometimes resulted in
the appointment of a nonentity. * Consequently, included
among the bishops were former monks, curiales, local
magnates, cathedral clergy of no particular merit, appa-
rently either indifferent to, or ignorant of, the need for
reform. There were a few prelates, and these had been
curialeS) whose actions were a real cause of scandal: Aymer
of Valence, Peter d'Aigueblanche, Hugh of Beaulieu, and
Richard Marsh, most notably. But the outstanding features
of the episcopate of this time were, first the high average
level of character and efficiency among the bishops who had
been curiales, and second, the presence in it of experienced
scholars, churchmen thoroughly grounded in theology
and canon law, trained in the newly risen secular schools
where, if anywhere, the needs of the Church as a whole
and the ideal of Innocent III would be understood and
discussed. An episcopate which included Walter Gray,
Hugh and Jocelin of Wells, Walter Cantilupe, Boniface
of Savoy, on the one hand, and on the other Stephen
Langton, Richard le Poore, Grosseteste, Edmund of
Abingdon, Alexander Stavensby, Richard of Chichester,
Walter Suffield, Sewal de Bovill, and Roger Niger, was
neither undistinguished nor unfit to be the instrument of
Innocent III.
Unfortunately, however, although individual bishops
understood and were inspired by Innocent's ideal, the
great majority, ready enough to carry out conscientiously
their duties, did not share tie vision of the great Pope and
failed to realize the magnitude of the task entrusted to
them. This is seen by tie fact that they mistook the rela-

